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terview	 events	 became	 conversational	 and	 took	 the	 form	 of	 small	 culture	
formation	on	the	go	in	which	each	participant	employed	diverse	narratives	to	
project,	make	sense	of	and	negotiate	expression	of	cultural	 identity.	The	stu-










a	 picture	 of	 intercultural	 assimilation	 and	 integration,	 interculturality	 is	 re-
vealed	 as	 a	 hesitant	 and	 searching	 negotiation,	 sometimes	 of	 vulnerability,	
wrong-footedness	and	occasional	assault	on	identity.		
	
In	 un’intervista	 con	 una	 studentessa	 laureata,	 sulla	 sua	 esperienza	 intercul-
turale	 di	 studio	 all’estero,	 è	 possibile	 osservare	 il	 coinvolgimento	 dei	 due	
ricercatori,	così	come	dell’intervistata,	in	una	mutua	esplorazione	dell’identità	
culturale.	 L’evento	 dell’intervista	 assume	 un	 tratto	 conversazionale,	
promuovendo	la	formazione	di	una	small	culture	in	movimento	nella	quale	ogni	
partecipante	impiega	differenti	narrazioni	per	proiettare,	dare	senso	e	negozi-















e	 integrazione	 interculturale,	 il	presente	articolo	propone	un’idea	di	 intercul-


























ist	 turn	which	 has	 recently	 put	 aside	 expectations	 of	 cultural	 deficiency	 among	 so-called	
international	students	(Dervin,	2011);	and	we	demonstrate	how	a	different	reading	of	data,	










upon	 in	their	daily	 lives	 (Amadasi	&	Holliday,	2017,	p.	259,	citing	Somers,	and	Baker).	The	
agency	implicit	in	this	‘drawing	on’	these	narratives	reflects	the	social	action	theory	of	Max	
Weber	(1964)	where,	given	the	circumstances,	we	can	be	in	creative	dialogue	with	the	grand	









which	we	 inherit	 the	stories	of	nation	and	race	 that	position	us	 in	 relation	 to	 the	cultural	
Other.	They	are	ideological	in	that	they	contribute	to	how	we	structure	our	thoughts	about	





























































































The	 fact	of	agency	 is	 laced	throughout	 the	narratives	which	people	choose,	and	the	small	
cultures	which	they	 form	on	the	go	as	a	matrix	of	social	action.	The	 interview	 is	an	event	
where	agency	is	enacted	through	choices	within	a	‘socially	constituted’	set	of	interactions	in	














































was	 formal	 in	a	different	way	 from	usual,	 and	 she	 felt	both	 she	and	he	had	 to	 focus	 in	a	
particular	way	on	what	to	say.		




















questing	 to	 be	 assigned	 specific	 appointments.	 In	 two	 cases,	 they	 chose	 to	 come	 to	 the	











































































derstanding	 about	 the	 strategic,	 and	unexpectedly	 non-essentialist	 nature	 of	 ‘my	 culture’	
which	we	had	not	previously	fully	appreciated.	This	is	where	we	researchers	learn	more	about	
the	location	of	our	own	discourse	of	culture.	While	we	had,	initially,	by	default	located	the	
































ture’.	 It	 indicates	social	action	 in	her	walking	away	that	crosses	structural	boundaries	and	
transcends	and	rejects	the	‘blah,	blah,	blah’	discourse	of	the	perceived	blocking	grand	narra-
tive.		







































ever,	by	contextualising	 the	question	within	 the	 thread	of	her	own	experience	and	within	
shared	sense-making,	R1	pulls	the	issue	of	cultural	belonging	further	away	from	the	essen-
tialist	grand	narrative	of	‘my	culture’	versus	‘your	culture’.		




















































































































































































































nographic	 study.	 That	 this	 paper	 aims	 to	 find	 out	 in	 what	 sense	 all	 the	 participants	 are	
themselves	making	of	the	interview	and	hesitantly	taking	part	in	small	culture	formation	on	
the	go	is	therefore	a	natural	extension	of	the	‘orderly	process	of	collecting	or	recording	but	
as	an	improvisation	in	the	midst	of	competing,	distracting	messages	and	influences’	(Clifford,	
1990,	p.	54).		
Notes		
1.			Essentialismrepresents‘people’sindividualbehaviourasentirelydefinedandconstrainedby	the	cul-
tures	in	which	they	live	so	that	the	stereotype	becomes	the	essence	of	who	they	are’	(Holliday,	
2011,	p.	4).		
2.			‘Host	mother’	or	‘father’	are	the	common	terms	used	by	students,	usually	from	other	countries,	
for	the	female	and	male	proprietors	of	‘host	family’	homes	in	which	they	are	lodging.		
3.			For	the	purpose	of	anonymity,	throughout	the	transcript	extracts,	we	have	replaced	the	names	
of	the	two	ethnic	groups	to	which	S	refers	with	X	and	Y.		
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